The British Journal of Industrial Medicine has been used to promote the interests of the Asbestos Institute, of which the longtime Director for Health and Environment, Jacques Dunnigan, authored a letter on chrysotile asbestos (1993;50:862-3) . This letter includes the author's summary of a paper presented at a symposium but not yet published, which Dunnigan said found no occupational risk of lung cancer in workers exposed to 45 f/ml for 20 years. ( (1993;50:1058-1072) . The introduction made the unqualified observation that, "He and his colleagues were subjected to a campaign of vituperation that was designed to achieve political rather than scientific ends." There is the danger that the general reader will believe that there was only one victim in the polemic games that were played in the asbestos field. A statement out of context such as this is an example of a form of bias that Muir might like to add to his collection. Mud was slung generously from both "sides" in the battles of asbestos, which were not invariably fought according to Marquis of Queensberry rules. As a consequence scientists deemed to be on opposing sides, were both demonised or beatified as it served the polemicists. 
